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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 81-91, 93-103, 105-116, 118-128, 130-140, and 142-152 are pending. 
Claims 81, 82, 90, 95, 105, 106, 115, 120, 130, 131, 139, and 144 have been amended 
in this communication filed 10/03/05 entered as RCE. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/03/05 has been entered. 

3. The 35 USC 112, second paragraph rejection of claim 90 has been overcome by 
Applicants' amendment to claim 90 and is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 81, 95, 105, 120, 130, and 144 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over (US 5,793,301) Patterson, Jr. et al, hereafter Patterson, Jr. 
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With respect to claim 81 , Patterson, Jr. teaches, A method for allowing relatively 
rapid entry of securities orders into a computer system, the method comprising: 
receiving input from a user, the input comprising at least one generic security order 
preference for the user for securities for which a security-specific order preference has 
not been defined (col. 22, line 52-col. 23, line 6); and storing the at least one generic 
security order preference in a memory (col. 23, lines 14-24). Patterson, Jr. did not 
expressly disclose, a storage in a memory. However, it is well known that every 
computer system has a memory for storage. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have a memory for storage 
and to incorporate in Patterson, Jr. because such an incorporation would allow 
Patterson, Jr. to have a space within the computer where information is stored while 
being actively worked on. 

Patterson, Jr. further teaches, allowing the user to specify at least one security- 
specific order preference for the user for at least one security (col. 9, line 52-col. 10, line 
27); allowing the user to specify at least one security-specific order preference for the 
user of at least one security (col. 10, line 61 -col. 1 1 , line 35); processing a plurality of 
orders placed by the user, wherein processing each of the plurality of orders comprises: 
presenting an order placement window to the user (col. 12, lines 1 1-39); prompting the 
user to enter an identifier for the security to be traded (col. 12, lines 26-33); 
automatically presenting in the order placement window at least one order preference 
previously defined by the user, wherein if no security-specific order preferences have 
been previously defined by the user for the security to be traded, the order preferences 
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presented comprise the at least one generic security order preference (col. 12, line 61- 
col. 13, line 5); providing one or more user interface elements in the order placement 
window wherein the one or more interface elements allow the user to adjust one or 
more values presented in the order placement window (col. 13, lines 21-62); and 
submitting the order for execution, wherein the order comprises: for values that are 
adjusted by the user, using the adjusted values for executing the order (col. 15, lines 2- 
9); for values that are not adjusted by the user and for which security-specific order 
preferences have been specified for the security to be traded, automatically using the 
security-specific order preferences as default valued for executing the order (col. 16, 
lines 41-67); and for values that are not adjusted by the user and for which security- 
specific order preferences have not been specified for the security to be traded, 
automatically using the at least one stored generic security order preference as default 
values for executing the order (col. 13, lines 21-53 and col. 16, lines 60-67). 

As per claim 105, Patterson, Jr. teaches, at least one computer system coupled 
to a network (col. 8, lines 29-53). . 

This independent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above for 
claim 81. 

As per claim 130, this independent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as 
given above for claims 81 and 105. 

As per claims 95, 120, and 144, these dependent claims are rejected for the 
similar rationale as given above for claim 81 . 
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6. Claims 82-85, 96, 97, 106-109, 121, 122, 131-134,145, and 146, are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over (US 5,793,301) Patterson, Jr. et al, 
hereafter Patterson, Jr. in view of Keiser et al, hereafter Keiser. 

With respect to claims 82, 106, and 131, Patterson, Jr. failed to teach, wherein 
receiving input from a user comprising at least one generic security order preference 
comprises presenting a generic security order preferences window to the user, wherein 
the generic security order preferences window comprises one or more user interface 
elements that allow the user to specify at least one generic security order preference for 
securities for which a security-specific order preference has not been defined. Keiser 
teaches, The method of claim 81 , wherein receiving input from a user comprising at 
least one generic security order preference comprises presenting a generic security 
order preferences window to the user, wherein the generic security order preferences 
window comprises one or more user interface elements that allow the user to specify at 
least one generic security order preference for securities for which a security-specific 
order preference has not been defined (col. 2, lines 60-67 and col. 3, lines 1-7). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to receive input from a user comprising at least one generic security order 
preference comprises presenting a generic security order preferences window to the 
user, wherein the generic security order preferences window comprises one or more 
user interface elements that allow the user to specify at least one generic security order 
preference for securities for which a security-specific order preference has not been 
defined and to incorporate in Patterson, Jr. because such an incorporation would allow 
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Patterson, Jr. to have a lookup search function provided in another area of the screen 
for using a standard graphical user interface (GUI) that features a drop-down list box, a 
text search box, or a slider bar list for specifying a generic security order preference. 

With respect to claims 83, 107, and 132, Patterson, Jr. teaches, The method of 
claim 81 , wherein at least one generic security order preference comprises a number of 
shares to be used as a default if no security-specific default number of shares is defined 
for a security (col. 1 3, lines 21 -62). 

With respect to claims 84, 108, and 133, Patterson, Jr. failed to teach, wherein at 
least one generic security order preference comprises a dollar amount of a transaction 
to be used as a default if no security-specific default dollar amount is defined for a 
security. Keiser teaches, The method of claim 81 , wherein at least one generic security 
order preference comprises a dollar amount of a transaction to be used as a default if 
no security-specific default dollar amount is defined for a security (col. 5, lines 31-40). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have at least one generic security order preference comprises a dollar 
amount of a transaction to be used as a default if no security-specific default dollar 
amount is defined for a security and to incorporate in Patterson, Jr. because such an 
incorporation would allow Patterson, Jr. to have a set price movement threshold for a 
positive or a negative dollar amount (a default dollar amount of a transaction). 

With respect to claims 85, 109, and 134, Patterson, Jr. teaches, wherein at least 
one generic security order preference comprises a limit price to be used as a default if 
no security-specific default limit price is defined for a security (col. 22, lines 52-60). 
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With respect to claim 96, 121, and 145, these dependent claims are rejected for 
the similar rationale as given above for claim 84. 

With respect to claim 97, 122, and 146, these dependent claims are rejected for 
the similar rationale as given above for claim 84. 

7. Claims 86-91 ,93-94, 110-116, 118-119, 123-128, 135-140, and 142, 143, and 
147-152 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over (US 
5,793,301) Patterson, Jr. et al, hereafter Patterson, Jr., Keiser et al, hereafter Keiser in 
view of (US 5,297,031) Gutterman et al, hereafter Gutterman. 

With respect to claims 86, 110, and 135, Patterson, Jr. and Keiser failed to teach 
wherein at least one generic security order preference' comprises a trailing stop price to 
be used as a default if no security-specific default trailing stop price is defined for a 
security. Gutterman teaches, wherein at least one generic security order preference' 
comprises a trailing stop price to be used as a default if no security-specific default 
trailing stop price is defined for a security (col. 4, lines 1-5). It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have at least 
one generic security order preference comprises a trailing stop price to be used as a 
default if no security-specific default trailing stop price is defined for a security and to 
modify in Patterson, Jr. because such a modification would allow Patterson, Jr. to raise 
the stop price as the market price advances in an effort to gain as much as possible 
from a major move while making certain that they probably lose back only a little of the 
gain. 
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With respect to claims 87, 111, and 136, Patterson, Jr. and Keiser failed to 
teach, wherein at least one generic security order preference comprises a stop loss 
price to be used as a default if no security-specific default stop loss price is defined for a 
security. Gutterman teaches, wherein at least one generic security order preference 
comprises a stop loss price to be used as a default if no security-specific default stop 
loss price is defined for a security (col. 4, lines 1-5). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have at least one 
generic security order preference comprises a stop loss price to be used as a default if 
no security-specific default stop loss price is defined for a security and to modify in 
Patterson, Jr. because such a modification would allow Patterson, Jr. to raise the stop 
price as the market price advances in an effort to gain as much as possible from a 
major move while making certain that they probably lose back only a little of the gain. 

With respect to claims 88, 112, and 137, Patterson, Jr. and Keiser failed to teach, 
wherein at least one generic security order preference comprises a lot indicator to be 
used as a default if no security-specific default lot indicator is defined for a security. 
Gutterman teaches, wherein at least one generic security order preference comprises a 
lot indicator to be used as a default if no security-specific default lot indicator is defined 
for a security (col. 4, lines 21-65). ). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have at least one generic security 
order preference comprises a lot indicator to be used as a default if no security-specific 
default lot indicator is defined for a security and to modify in Patterson, Jr. because such 
a modification would allow Patterson, Jr. to raise the stop price as the market price 
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advances in an effort to gain as much as possible from a major move while making 
certain that they probably lose back only a little of the gain. 

With respect to claims 89, 113, and 138, Patterson, Jr. and Keiser failed to 
teach, wherein at least one generic security order preference comprises a limit price 
indicator to be used as a default if no security-specific default limit price indicator is 
defined for a security. Gutterman teaches, wherein at least one generic security order 
preference comprises a limit price to be used as a default if no security-specific default 
limit price is defined for a security (col. 3, lines 32-67). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have at least 
one generic security order preference comprises a limit price to be used as a default if 
no security-specific default limit price is defined for a security and to modify in 
Patterson, Jr. because such modification would allow Patterson, Jr. to have a price 
limitation that is specified by the customer that can be executed only at the price 
specified or at a better price level. 

With respect to claims 90, 115, and 139, Patterson, Jr. teaches, wherein 
prompting the user to enter an identifier for the security to be traded comprises 
prompting the user to enter a security symbol of the security to be traded (col. 10, lines 
41-47). 

With respect to claims 91 , 1 16, and 140, Patterson failed to teach, receiving input 
from the user modifying at least one of the default values to a desired value. Keiser 
teaches, further comprising receiving input from the user modifying at least one of the 
default values to a desired value (col. 4, line 51 -col. 5, line 32). It would have been 
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obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
receive input from the user modifying at least one of the default values to a desired 
value and to modify in Patterson, Jr. because such a modification would allow 
Patterson, Jr. to have a probability that the default values will achieve the desired value 
for a security. 

With respect to claims 93, 118, and 142, Patterson, Jr. and Keiser failed to teach, 
further comprising sending an acknowledgement to the user upon execution of the 
order. Gutterman teaches, sending an acknowledgement to the user upon execution of 
the order (col. 13, lines 33-43). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to send an acknowledgement to the user 
upon execution of the order and to modify in Keiser because such a modification would 
allow Keiser to communicate the filled order information to the customer via the 
electronic order entry system. 

With respect to claims 94, 119, and 143, Patterson, Jr. failed to teach, wherein 
receiving input comprising at least one generic security order preference comprises 
providing a web page to the user, wherein the web page comprises controls that allow 
the user to enter at least one generic security order preference. Keiser teaches, 
wherein receiving input comprising at least one generic security order preference 
comprises providing a web page to the user, wherein the web page comprises controls 
that allow the user to enter at least one generic security order preference (col. 2, lines 
39-44 and col. 3, lines 8-24). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to receive input comprising at least one 
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generic security order preference comprises providing a web page to the user, wherein 
the web page comprises controls that allow the user to enter at least one generic 
security order preference and to modify in Patterson, Jr. because such a modification 
would allow Patterson, Jr. to provide a fixed quantity of currency in dollars to begin 
trading on a web page. 

With respect to claims 98, 123, and 147, Patterson, Jr. failed to teach, wherein 
at least one security-specific order preference for at least one security comprises a 
default dollar amount of at least one security to be traded during a transaction. Keiser 
teaches, wherein at least one security-specific order preference for at least one security 
comprises a default dollar amount of at least one security to be traded during a 
transaction (col. 5, lines 20-40 and col. 12, lines 8-13. It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have at least 
one security-specific order preference for at least one security comprises a default 
dollar amount of at least one security to be traded during a transaction and to modify in 
Patterson, Jr. because such a modification would allow Patterson, Jr. to have a number 
of shares of securities that have a defined price and dollar value. 

With respect to claims 99, 124, and 148, these dependent claims are rejected for 
the similar rationale as given above for claim 85. 

With respect to claims 100, 125, and 149 these dependent claims are rejected for 
the similar rationale as given above for claim 86. 

With respect to claims 101, 126, and 150, these dependent claims are rejected 
for the similar rationale as given above for claim 87. 
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With respect to claims 102, 127, and 151, these dependent claims are rejected 
for the similar rationale as give above for claim 88. 

With respect to claims 103, 128, and 152, these dependent claims are rejected 
for the similar rationale as above for claim 89. 

With respect to claim 1 14, Patterson, Jr. failed to teach, wherein the computer 
network comprises the Internet. Keiser teaches, wherein the computer network 
comprises the Internet (col. 8, lines 15-24). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the computer network 
comprise the Internet and to modify in Patterson, Jr. because such a modification would 
allow Patterson, Jr. to send trading order messages from one computer to another 
computer. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Nieboer et al (US 6,418,419) disclosed buying and selling securities. 
Fisher et al (US 6,243,691) disclosed conducting a multi-purpose auction in a 
variety of formats. 

Inquiries 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 571-272-6741 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Thursday, 6:30AM-4:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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